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Abstract
Click-Through Rate (CTR) prediction is a crucial task in recom-
mendation systems, online searches, and advertising platforms,
where accurately capturing users’ real interests in content is es-
sential for performance. However, existing methods heavily rely
on ID embeddings, which fail to reflect users’ true preferences for
content such as images and titles. This limitation becomes partic-
ularly evident in cold-start and long-tail scenarios, where tradi-
tional approaches struggle to deliver effective results. To address
these challenges, we propose a novelMulti-modal Content Interest
Modeling paradigm (MIM), which consists of three key stages: Pre-
training, Content-Interest-Aware Supervised Fine-Tuning (C-SFT),
and Content-Interest-Aware UBM (CiUBM). The pre-training stage
adapts foundational models to domain-specific data, enabling the
extraction of high-quality multi-modal embeddings. The C-SFT
stage bridges the semantic gap between content and user inter-
ests by leveraging user behavior signals to guide the alignment
of embeddings with user preferences. Finally, the CiUBM stage
integrates multi-modal embeddings and ID-based collaborative fil-
tering signals into a unified framework. Comprehensive offline
experiments and online A/B tests conducted on the Taobao, one
of the world’s largest e-commerce platforms, demonstrated the
effectiveness and efficiency of MIM method. The method has been
successfully deployed online, achieving a significant increase of
+14.14% in CTR and +4.12% in RPM, showcasing its industrial ap-
plicability and substantial impact on platform performance. To
promote further research, we have publicly released the code and
dataset at https://pan.quark.cn/s/8fc8ec3e74f3.
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1 Introduction
Click-Through Rate (CTR) prediction plays a vital role in applica-
tions such as recommendation systems, web searches, and online
advertising[8, 35], as it directly impacts user engagement and plat-
form revenue. Among its key components, User Behavior Modeling
(UBM) has emerged as a critical optimization direction. By lever-
aging users’ historical interactions, UBM effectively captures their
underlying preferences, enabling more accurate predictions and
enhancing overall system performance[23, 41, 43].

Traditional UBMmethods predominantly rely on ID embeddings
to represent items and user behaviors(see Figure1 blue part). While
effective in some scenarios, ID-based approaches face inherent
limitations. First, ID embeddings primarily encode collaborative
filtering (CF) signals but fail to effectively capture user preferences
for content, such as images and titles, resulting in a misalignment
between representations and actual user interests. Second, these
methods require abundant user-item interaction data, resulting in
poor performance in cold-start and long-tail scenarios[37, 38].

To overcome these limitations, there is a growing need for content-
based multi-modal UBMs(see Figure1 green part). This shift is mo-
tivated by two key factors. First, user interactions with recommen-
dation systems are predominantly mediated through visual and
textual content, such as product images and descriptions. Modeling
these features is essential for accurately reflecting user preferences.
Second, recent advancements in multi-modal foundation models
(FoMs), such as Vision Transformers (ViT)[11, 16], LLaMA[28],
Vicuna[6], BEiT-3[30], GPT-4[22], and so on, provide powerful
tools for extracting rich semantic information from the visual and
textual content.

Existing multi-modal user behavior modeling methods can be
broadly categorized into two classes: two-stage pretraining meth-
ods and end-to-end training methods. Two-stage pretraining meth-
ods leverage pre-trained foundation models to extract multi-modal
features, which are then integrated into user behavior models. End-
to-end methods, on the other hand, jointly optimize multi-modal
models and user behavior modeling modules, demonstrating their
potential in better aligning user interests with content semantics.
Despite achieving considerable success, these approaches also have
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Figure 1: An example of ID interest and content interest
modeling in UBM.

limitations: two-stage methods lack deep alignment between multi-
modal content and user interests, which constrains their effective-
ness; end-to-end methods, while offering better alignment, come
with high training costs, complex deployment requirements, and
limited generalizability, making them less adaptable to diverse rec-
ommendation tasks. These limitations underscore the need for a
universal and efficient approach to construct high-quality repre-
sentations that align content with user interests.To address these
challenges, three core questions must be answered.
• Q1: what kind of multi-modal embeddings are needed? Pre-
trained FoMs often fail to fully understand domain-specific content,
and a semantic gap exists between content embeddings and user
interests.
•Q2: how canmulti-modal embeddings be effectively utilized
in UBMs? A unified framework is needed to integrate ID-based CF
signals and multi-modal embeddings seamlessly.
• Q3: how can efficiency be ensured in large-scale applica-
tions? Multi-modal embedding extraction often introduces high
computational and memory costs, posing challenges for practical
deployment.

To solve these challenges, this paper introduces MIM (Multi-
modal Content Interest Modeling), a universal and efficient para-
digm for multi-modal UBM. MIM adopts a three-stage framework
to address the core questions comprehensively. In the pretraining
stage, foundation models are adapted to downstream data to cap-
ture domain-specific content and align multi-modal features. In
the content-interest-aware supervised fine-tuning (C-SFT) stage,
user interest signals, such as purchase behaviors, are introduced
to bridge the semantic gap and guide embeddings to reflect user
preferences. In the CiUBM stage, a modular content-interest-aware
UBM integrates ID-based CF signals, multi-modal content embed-
dings, and their interactions, providing an effective and flexible
framework for user behavior modeling. To ensure efficiency, MIM
introduces a representation center that precomputes and stores
embeddings for fast retrieval, significantly reducing training and
inference costs.

In summary, this paper makes the following contributions: (1)
We propose a universal and effective multi-modal UBM method,
MIM, which shifts the paradigm from ID-based to content-based
interest modeling, enabling broad applicability and performance
improvements across existing UBMs. (2) MIM demonstrates signifi-
cant performance advantages, achieving lightweight training and
efficient inference, making it scalable for industrial applications.

(3) MIM has been successfully deployed in large-scale industrial
scenarios, achieving 14.14% CTR gains and 4.12% RPM gains. To
foster further research, we have publicly released the code and
datasets.

2 Related Works
2.1 User Behavior Modeling
User Behavior Modeling (UBM) has been widely studied as a criti-
cal component of Click-Through Rate (CTR) prediction due to its
ability to capture users’ historical preferences and predict their
future interactions. Traditional UBMmethods, such as DIN[43], use
attention mechanisms to selectively focus on relevant behaviors,
while extensions like DIEN[42] incorporate sequential modeling
to capture the temporal evolution of user interests. Despite their
success, these methods heavily rely on ID-based embeddings, which
primarily encode collaborative filtering (CF) signals but fail to effec-
tively model content-based preferences, particularly for items such
as images and texts. This limitation becomes pronounced in cold-
start and long-tail scenarios where interaction data is sparse[37, 38].
Recent efforts, such as the introduction of hybrid UBM approaches,
have attempted to integrate content features but still lack a uni-
fied framework for aligning content semantics with user-specific
interests.

2.2 Multi-modal Recommendation
Multi-modal recommendation integrates diverse content features
such as images, texts, and videos to improve user understanding and
prediction accuracy. Traditional methods often augment CTR mod-
els with multi-modal (MM) features as additional attributes, directly
feeding them into the models to enhance representation power [21].
While effective to some extent, these approaches neglect the critical
need to align MM features with user-specific interests, resulting in
a limited understanding of user preferences.Recent advancements
focus on bridging the domain gap between pre-trained founda-
tion models and downstream recommendation tasks[15, 29, 32, 39].
However, these methods largely ignore the role of explicit user
interest modeling in refining MM embeddings, limiting their ability
to capture sophisticated user preferences. Moreover, the practicality
of existing methods in industrial applications remains a challenge.
Many end-to-end frameworks incur high computational and mem-
ory costs, making them inefficient for large-scale deployment [39].
To address these issues, our proposed MIM paradigm systematically
bridges the semantic gap between MM features and user interests
while maintaining scalability and efficiency, achieving significant
performance gains in real-world applications.

2.3 Foundation Models
Pre-trained Foundation Models have significantly advanced the
fields of Computer Vision (CV) and Natural Language Processing
(NLP) by learning transferable representations from large-scale data.
In CV, models like iGPT[4] and ViT[11] have pioneered the appli-
cation of transformer architectures for image recognition, lever-
aging self-supervised tasks such as masked patch prediction to
capture rich visual semantics. Further advancements, such as Swin
Transformer[16] and BEiT[2], improved efficiency and scalability,
making transformers a dominant paradigm in vision tasks.In NLP,
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Figure 2: The framework of MIM. There are a total of three stages, including Pre-training, C-SFT, and CiUBM. Besides, a
representation center is built for efficiency consideration.

foundational models like BERT[10],GPT-2[26], and XLNet[36] in-
troduced pre-training on large corpora followed by task-specific
fine-tuning, establishing a new standard for natural language un-
derstanding. These models have been extended to handle complex
tasks, such as question answering, summarization, and sentiment
analysis. The integration of multi-modal learning has further broad-
ened the applicability of foundation models. Methods like CLIP[25]
propose contrastive pre-training techniques to align visual and tex-
tual modalities, enabling robust joint representations. Meanwhile,
ViL-BERT[19] and LXMERT[27] extend the transformer frame-
work to learn cross-modal interactions, achieving state-of-the-art
performance on vision-language tasks. More recent models such
as Flamingo[1] and BEiT-3[30] demonstrate the effectiveness of
scaling multi-modal architectures for a variety of downstream ap-
plications.

Despite these advancements, challenges remain in achieving
efficient training and deployment of multi-modal foundation mod-
els, particularly in scenarios requiring alignment between diverse
modalities and scalability in large-scale applications.

3 MIM
3.1 Preliminaries and Method Overview
3.1.1 Preliminaries.
CTR Prediction. Considering a typical item search scenario1,
given a set of users U, a set of items I, and a set of queries Q,
the CTR prediction task is to predict whether a user 𝑢 ∈ U will
click the item 𝑖 ∈ I when 𝑢 searches a query 𝑞 ∈ Q. It can be
formulated as: 𝑦 = 𝑓 (𝑢, 𝑖, 𝑞) where 𝑦 is the predicted click-through
rate score. Note that query 𝑞 can be a text query and can also be an
image query, which refers to a user wanting to search for an item
with similar content to the image query.
User Behavior Modeling. Given user behavior 𝐵 = {𝑏1, 𝑏2, ..., 𝑏𝑙 },
where 𝑙 is the behavior length, a general UBM is expressed as

ℎ𝐼𝐷𝐵 =
∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝐼𝐷𝑡,𝑖 ℎ
𝐼𝐷
𝑖 (1)

where ℎ𝐼𝐷
𝑖

is the ID embedding of item 𝑏𝑖 , 𝛼𝑡,𝑖 is the relevant score
between 𝑏𝑖 and target item 𝑡 via attention mechanism based on
1Note that in this section, we take the item search scenario as an example. Our proposed
paradigm can also be applied in other industrial applications. Experiments all show
the effectiveness of MIM on various scenarios 4.7).

item ID embeddings. Then ℎ𝐼𝐷
𝐵

is fed into deepCTR. In this way,
the relative user interest to target item 𝑡 can be captured.

3.1.2 Method Overview. The overall framework is illustrated in
Figure 2. The proposed MIM paradigm comprises three key stages
designed to address the limitations of existing approaches and
enhance user behavior modeling. In the pre-training stage, the pri-
mary focus is on adapting foundational models to domain-specific
data, ensuring the extraction of high-quality multi-modal embed-
dings capable of understanding diverse item content. Subsequently,
the Content-Interest-Aware Supervised Fine-Tuning (C-SFT) stage
bridges the semantic gap between user interests and content rep-
resentations by leveraging explicit user behavior signals, such as
purchase actions, to guide embeddings in aligning with user prefer-
ences. Finally, the CiUBM stage integrates the refined multi-modal
embeddings with ID-based collaborative filtering signals into a uni-
fied and flexible framework, enhancing the overall representation
power. To address efficiency challenges in large-scale industrial
applications, a representation center is introduced, which precom-
putes and stores embeddings for efficient retrieval, significantly
reducing both training and inference costs.

3.2 Pre-training
The pre-training stage focuses on equipping themulti-modal embed-
dings with the ability to understand item content effectively. This
stage leverages foundational models (FoMs) pre-trained on public
datasets (e.g., ImageNet and Wikipedia), which are further adapted
to downstream domains. We define vision-based and language-
based pre-trained FoMs as 𝐹𝑉 and 𝐹𝐿 respectively. To address the
limitations of general pre-trained models, two aspects of adaptation
need to be considered.:
Downstream Data Adaptation (DDA). Knowledge learned from
generic datasets may not align well with domain-specific item con-
tent. To overcome this, 𝐹𝑉 and 𝐹𝐿 are continually pre-trained on
downstream datasets containing item images and textual descrip-
tions. This process ensures that the resulting models are fine-tuned
to the unique characteristics of domain-specific data, enabling a
deeper understanding of visual and textual content.
Different Modal Alignment (DMA). Effective multi-modal repre-
sentation requires a seamless alignment between embeddings from
different modalities. Following the contrastive learning framework
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proposed in [25], we perform image-text contrastive pre-training
on downstream data. This process aligns image and text embed-
dings, ensuring a coherent representation that bridges the semantic
gap between modalities.

By achieving these adaptation, the pre-training stage lays the
foundation for robust multi-modal embeddings capable of effec-
tively representing diverse item content.

3.3 Content-Interest-Aware Supervised
Fine-tuning

After the pre-training stage, FoM can understand what content an
item has. However, To enhance its effectiveness in user behavior
modeling, the focus of embeddings must shift from representing
"what the content is" to "what users are interested in. Ideally, multi-
modal embeddings for items with similar user interests should
be drawn closer together in the latent space, while embeddings
for unrelated items should be pushed farther apart. Inspired by
the recent advancements in contrastive learning [7, 18, 20, 33],
we propose a content-interest-aware supervised contrastive fine-
tuning (C-SFT) method to effectively model user interest similarity
within the multi-modal (MM) embedding space.

To design such a contrastive fine-tuning, we need to answer the
following three questions: Q1: How to define user interest pairs?
Q2: How to encode multi-modal features? Q3: What is a proper
learning objective? Next, we present the design strategies for C-SFT
by correspondingly answering the aforementioned questions.
Q1: User Interest Pairs Definition.

The success of the contrastive learning framework largely relies
on the definition of the user interest pairs[24]. It drives us to seek
a strong and direct user interest signal.

In this paper, we leveraged data from visual search scenario,
we define the user interest pair as <an image query 𝑞, an item 𝑖>,
which refers to a user who has searched an image query 𝑞 and
purchased an item 𝑖 . Compared to textual queries, image queries
carry richer semantic meanings and can more accurately express
users’ intentions and interests

The reason to use purchase behaviors rather than click behav-
iors because purchase actions provide a clearer and more reliable
indication of user interests. We also conduct experiments to show
the impacts of different signals in Section 4.3.2.
Q2: Multi-modal Encoder. Given the user interest pairs <𝑞, 𝑖>, a
multi-modal encoder extracts embeddings for both the query and
the item. The query image 𝑞 and item image 𝑖𝑚𝑔𝑖 are processed
using 𝐹𝑉 , while the item title 𝑡𝑥𝑡𝑖 is encoded by 𝐹𝐿 :

ℎ
𝑖𝑚𝑔
𝑞 = 𝐹𝑉 (𝑞), ℎ

𝑖𝑚𝑔

𝑖
= 𝐹𝑉 (𝑖𝑚𝑔𝑖 ), ℎ𝑡𝑥𝑡𝑖 = 𝐹𝐿 (𝑡𝑥𝑡𝑖 ) (2)

To integrate the item’s multi-modal content, we fuse the image
and title embeddings using a tensor-based approach inspired by
TFN [40], capturing both intra- and inter-modal interactions. The
fused embedding is defined as:

ℎ̂𝑀𝑀𝑖 =

[
ℎ
𝑖𝑚𝑔

𝑖
1

]
⊗
[
ℎ𝑡𝑥𝑡
𝑖
1

]
(3)

where ⊗ indicates the outer product. Finally, the fused represen-
tation is refined using an MLP:

ℎ𝑀𝑀𝑖 = 𝑀𝐿𝑃 (ℎ̂𝑀𝑀𝑖 ) (4)

producing a comprehensive multi-modal embedding ℎ𝑀𝑀
𝑖

that ef-
fectively represents the item’s content.
Q3: Loss Function Design. To model the similarity between the
pair <𝑞,𝑖>, we adopt the standard InfoNCE loss function:

𝐿𝑞2𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑚 = − log ©«
exp(𝑠𝑖𝑚(ℎ𝑖𝑚𝑔𝑞 , (ℎ𝑀𝑀

𝑖
)+))∑𝐾

𝑗=0 exp(𝑠𝑖𝑚(ℎ𝑖𝑚𝑔𝑞 , (ℎ𝑀𝑀
𝑗

)−))
ª®¬ (5)

where 𝑠𝑖𝑚(ℎ𝑖𝑚𝑔𝑞 , (ℎ𝑀𝑀
𝑖

)+) = (ℎ𝑖𝑚𝑔
𝑞 )⊤ (ℎ𝑀𝑀

𝑖
)+

∥ℎ𝑖𝑚𝑔
𝑞 ∥ ∥ (ℎ𝑀𝑀

𝑖
)+ ∥

, and𝐾 is the number

of negative samples taken from other pairs in the same batch.
However, there are two shortcomings in directly using the basic

InfoNCE.: (1) The number of negative samples is limited by the
batch size, which is insufficient for industrial-scale applications
where billions of items exist. (2) Single-modal embeddings, such as
ℎ
𝑖𝑚𝑔

𝑖
and ℎ𝑡𝑥𝑡

𝑖
, are ignored, which may result in a loss of modality-

specific details.To address these, we propose two extensions:
Extension 1: Space-time-based negative sample generation
(ST-NSG). As shown in Figure 3, to address the limitation of lim-
ited negative samples, we propose the Space-Time Negative Sam-
pling (ST-NSG) method. First, for each sample < 𝑞, 𝑖 >, we add a
hard negative item 𝑖− from the same category, forming the triplet
< 𝑞, 𝑖, 𝑖− >. To expand the negative sample set, we use two strate-
gies: (1) Time-based strategy: Negative items are collected from
the current batch and the last 𝑘 batches, increasing the number of
negatives to 2𝑁 (𝑘 + 1) − 1, where 𝑁 is the batch size. (2) Space-
based strategy: In distributed training, items from 𝑃 GPUs across 𝑘
recent batches are added as negatives, resulting in 2𝑁𝑃 (𝑘 + 1) − 1
total negatives. Combined, these strategies provide nearly 200×
more negative samples compared to basic InfoNCE, significantly
enhancing model performance in practice.
Extension 2: Multi-level InfoNCE. Although MM embeddings
provide a holistic view of item content across modalities, they may
lack details specific to each modality. To address this, we propose
multi-level InfoNCE, which incorporates signals from both single-
modality and multi-modal embeddings. The overall loss function is
defined as:

𝐿𝐶−𝑆𝐹𝑇 = 𝐿𝑞2𝑖𝑡𝑒𝑚 + 𝛼𝐿𝑞2𝑡𝑥𝑡 + 𝛽𝐿𝑞2𝑖𝑚𝑔 (6)

where 𝐿𝑞2𝑡𝑥𝑡 and 𝐿𝑞2𝑖𝑚𝑔 represent the InfoNCE loss for the pairs
< ℎ

𝑖𝑚𝑔
𝑞 , ℎ𝑡𝑥𝑡

𝑖
> and < ℎ

𝑖𝑚𝑔
𝑞 , ℎ

𝑖𝑚𝑔

𝑖
>, respectively. The weights 𝛼

and 𝛽 balance the contributions of each modality, ensuring a more
comprehensive modeling of user interests.

3.4 CiUBM: Content-interest-aware UBM
After obtaining the multi-modal (MM) embedding ℎ𝑀𝑀

𝑖
for item 𝑖 ,

we design a content-interest-aware user behavior model (CiUBM)
to enhance the existing UBMs by integrating ID and content-based
signals. CiUBM consists of three components:
ID InterestModule. This module uses existing UBM techniques to
model user preferences based on ID embeddings, capturing collabo-
rative filtering (CF) signals. It provides a straightforward integration
of prior UBM methods.
Content InterestModule. This module leverages the high-quality
MM embeddings to calculate user content interest relative to the
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Figure 3: The example of negative sample generation. (a)
Negative items are obtained from other items in the same
batch. (b) adding a hard negative item (b) Taking the sample
𝑠1 as an example, with the help of ST-NGS, the amount of
negative items (i.e., the red items) can be added.

target item 𝑡 . Similarity scores 𝛼𝑀𝑀
𝑡,𝑖

between the target and histori-
cal behavior items are used to weight the MM embeddings, creating
a representation ℎ𝑀𝑀

𝐵
that reflects user content preferences. For-

mally:

𝛼𝑀𝑀𝑡,𝑖 =
(ℎ𝑀𝑀𝑡 )⊤ℎ𝑀𝑀

𝑖

∥ℎ𝑀𝑀𝑡 ∥∥ℎ𝑀𝑀
𝑖

∥
, ℎ𝑀𝑀𝐵 =

𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑀𝑀𝑡,𝑖 ℎ𝑀𝑀𝑖 (7)

where ℎ𝑀𝑀
𝑖

is the MM embedding of the historical item 𝑏𝑖 , and 𝑙 is
the number of user behaviors.
Fusion Interest Module. This module combines ID and content
interest. By using 𝛼𝑀𝑀

𝑡,𝑖
to weight ID embeddings ℎ𝐼𝐷

𝑖
, it produces

ℎ𝐹𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛
𝐵

, which aligns content-based and collaborative filtering sig-
nals:

ℎ𝐹𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝐵 =

𝑙∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑀𝑀𝑡,𝑖 ℎ𝐼𝐷𝑖 (8)

Final Representation. The overall user behavior representation
ℎ𝐵 is obtained by concatenating the outputs of the three modules:

ℎ𝐵 = Concat(ℎ𝐼𝐷𝐵 , ℎ𝑀𝑀𝐵 , ℎ𝐹𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛𝐵 ) (9)
and is then fed into the deepCTR model for improved prediction.

3.5 Representation Center
In general, the decomposed paradigm allows MIM to train different
stage models in parallel to save time cost. However, the MM em-
bedding extraction in CiUBM stage will definitely consume more
time and GPU memory. Even worse, all items in user behavior 𝐵
are needed to be extracted, aggravating the time and GPU mem-
ory cost (see Section 4.5). To address this problem, we proposed
the representation center, which contains three key components
(Figure 4).
MM Features Memorization (MFM). Rather than directly infer-
ring the MM embedding during deepCTR training or inferencing,
we pre-infer the MM embeddings of all items. Then we memorize
these features as an embedding table, where the key is the item ID
and the value is the MM embedding. In this way, we can directly

Figure 4: The framework of representation center.

obtain MM embedding from the embedding table without any extra
time and GPU memory cost.
Real-time Inference Module (RIM). The key problem of main-
taining the MM embedding table is that it cannot obtain the MM
features of new items in time. However, in practice, it is a very
common situation where new items are shown all the time. Thus,
RIM is designed to address this problem. Specifically, when a new
item is added to industrial applications, RIM will infer the MM
embedding of this new item in real-time. Then, this inferred MM
embedding will be collected as a window message, which is sent to
the MM embedding table for offline training and to the parameter
machine (see the following part for details) for online serving in a
short window time.
Computation and Memory Decomposition (CMD). Although
introducing MFM will not cost too much GPU memory, the em-
bedding table still needs a large amount of random access memory
(e.g., nearly 300G in our experiments), which also influences the
efficiency (e.g., the computation of some operations in CPU and
I/O between GPU and CPU). To solve this problem, we propose a
separate strategy where the model parameters (including embed-
ding tables and dense layer parameters) and the computation of
inference are divided into different machines, i.e., the parameter
machine and the computation machine. In this way, the computa-
tion machine only needs to care about the memory cost during the
feed-forward and is not restricted by the huge embedding tables2.
Meanwhile, with the help of MFM, there are no additional parame-
ters needed for loading and maintaining a number of temporary
tensors of MM feature extraction by large-scale FoM.

4 Experiments
4.1 Experimental Settings
4.1.1 Datasets. (1) Pre-training Datasets. As introduced in Sec-
tion 3.2, a downstream-related dataset is applied to align the style
and modal distribution. We collect images and titles of items from
Taobao, one of the world’s largest online retail platforms. There are
a total of 1.42+B items. (2) C-SFT Datasets.We collect purchase logs
in the last 6 months from the visual search scenario in Taobao and
construct the C-SFT dataset as introduced in Section 3.3. There are
a total of 0.14 B user interest pairs. (3) Downstream Datasets. The

2During inference, the computation machine can only request the embedding vectors
of the corresponding keys rather than the whole embedding table to save memory
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Table 1: The statistic of datasets. B refers to billion, and M
refers to million.

ALL Home Decoration Clothes Sports Toys FMCG Pets Cars

#Data 1.83+ B 0.15+ B 0.91+ B 0.1+ B 51.6+ M 0.21+ B 24.81+ M 60,75+ M
#Query 56.34+ M 5.32+ M 15.07+ M 3.56+ M 2.32+ M 6.72+ M 0.73+ M 3,66+ M
#Users 0.12+ B 14.04+ M 55.77+ M 16.34+ M 7.04+ M 25.95+ M 2.63+ M 6.62+ M
#Items 16.16+ M 1.50+ M 3.74+ M 0.65+ M 0.42+ M 1.11+ M 0.22+ M 0.91+ M

dataset is collected from the real-world traffic logs in Taobao. Each
sample refers to a user who searches a query on this platform and
observes an item. The label is defined as whether the user clicks this
item. Besides, we further adopt 7 subsets to sufficiently evaluate the
performance of MIM. More detailed information about the dataset
is summarized in Table 1. Note that, due to the limited space, apart
from Section 4.2, we report the results on the whole downstream
dataset by default, and similar conclusions can be obtained from
other sub-datasets.

4.1.2 Baselines. Here, we compare our method with various UBM
methods, including Avg Pooling3, DIN[43], DIEN[42], BST[5], and
SIM[23], TWIN[3]. By default, the base backbone of UBM is set as
SIM [23].

4.1.3 Training Details. We use the Adam optimizer with a learning
rate of 0.005 for all methods. The batch size N is 1024 for all methods.

By default, we take EVA-2 [31] for images and BGE[34] for
texts. We set hyper-parameters 𝛼 = 0.5, 𝛽 = 0.5 for loss weights
and 𝑘 = 10 for negative samples by grid searching. Besides, we
also evaluate the impact of different FoM, including ResNet50[14],
SwinTransformer[16], ConvNext v1[17], ConvNext V2[31], Con-
vNext v2 large[31], EVA-2[12], Bert[9], GPT-2[26], BEiT-3[30] and
BGE[34] in Section4.3.

MIM is trained by 64 A100 GPUs in the pre-training stage, 40
A100 GPUs in the C-SFT stage, and 100 V100 GPUs in the CiUBM
training stage. We run all experiments multiple times with different
random seeds and report the average results.

4.2 Performance on CTR Prediction Tasks
We evaluated the performance of MIM on CTR prediction tasks by
applying it to various existing UBM methods. As a universal para-
digm, MIM is compatible with most UBM frameworks. To assess its
effectiveness, we compared the AUC scores of the original models
(denoted as Base) with those enhanced by MIM. The AUC metric
[13] is reported. As shown in Table 2, integrating MIM leads to
consistent performance improvements across all baseline methods
and datasets. For example, SIM achieves AUC gains of 0.23% to
0.54%, and similar gains are observed for other UBMs. While these
improvements may appear modest, in large-scale scenarios such as
Taobao, a 0.1% improvement in AUC can result in several percent-
age points of uplift in online CTR. This uplift can bring billions in
revenue to the platform, highlighting the economic value of our ap-
proach. These results validate the effectiveness and generalizability
of MIM. Which can significantly enhances user behavior modeling
by bridging the gap between content and user interest embeddings.
Furthermore, its universal design ensures compatibility with a wide

3averaging the embedding of different items in user behaviors

(a) The impact of different 𝐹𝑉 (b) The impact of different 𝐹𝐿

Figure 5: Evaluation of the impact of different FoMs including
𝐹𝑉 and 𝐹𝐿 . From left to right, amore powerful FoM is adopted.

range of existing UBM frameworks, making it a practical solution
for industrial-scale CTR prediction tasks.
4.3 Effectiveness Evaluation
In this section, we conduct various experiments to detailedly evalu-
ate the effectiveness of MIM.

4.3.1 Effectiveness of high-quality MM embeddings.
The impact of FoM. The experimental results in Figure 5 demon-
strate the effectiveness of upgrading FoM. For 𝐹𝑉 , the shift from
ResNet50 to EVA-2 yields constant performance improvements,
demonstrating the ability of stronger visual FoMs to capture richer
content semantics. Similarly, for 𝐹𝐿 , upgrading from smaller to
larger models (e.g., BEiT-3 base to large) improves AUC, highlight-
ing the benefits of scaling parameter sizes. These findings confirm
that enhancing FoM, both in terms of model strength and parameter
size, significantly improves the representation and alignment of
user interests across modalities.
The impact of pre-training. We evaluate the impact of different
strategies used in the pre-training stage. The results are presented
in Table 3. Here, Plain FoM refers to the FoM that is only pre-
trained on general datasets. From Table 3, it shows (1) directly
applying Plain FoM only achieves limited improvement due to the
sub-effectiveness in item content understanding. (2) Both down-
stream data adaption and different modal alignment can help FoM
better capture the item content and provide a significant improve-
ment.
4.3.2 Effectiveness of C-SFT. As presented in Section 3.3, there are
two important factors that influence C-SFT, i.e., the user interest
signal and loss function. Thus, we train different versions of C-SFT
(see Table 4) and evaluate the performance of these versions in CTR
prediction tasks. Specifically, for the user interest signal, we take
the users’ clicking and users’ purchase as the expression of user
interest. Furthermore, we also take an interest-irrelevant signal
(item categories) with Cross Entropy loss as a comparison. For the
loss function, the contrastive loss (i.e., Equ 5) and Cross Entropy
loss are compared. The AUC results are reported in Table 4.
The impact of user interest signal. Compared with the perfor-
mance of version v1, v2 and v3 achieves a better performance. It
demonstrates the importance of introducing the user interest signal.
Without such signals, MM features can hardly achieve a positive
effect on CTR prediction. Furthermore, v3 (or v5) obtains a better
performance than v2 (or v4). One of the possible reasons is that the
purchase behavior is more strong and precise, resulting in a better
expression of user interest. It also shows that understanding user
interest plays an important role in MIM.
The impact of loss function. Compared with the baselines, both
of the two loss functions perform better via bridging the semantic
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Table 2: The AUC results of the CTR prediction task. Note Base refers to the original results of the corresponding methods and
Base+MIM refers to the results with the help of MIM. Δ refers to the improvement of Base+MIM compared to Base.

Model Version ALL Toys FMCG Sports Cars Clothes Pets Home Decoration

Avg Pooling
Base 0.6965 0.6958 0.7044 0.7045 0.6965 0.6810 0.6844 0.6748
Base+MIM 0.7030 0.6989 0.7168 0.7148 0.7065 0.6828 0.6911 0.6796
Δ +0.0066 +0.0032 +0.0123 +0.0104 +0.0100 +0.0017 +0.0067 +0.0048

DIN
Base 0.7004 0.6969 0.7187 0.6986 0.6928 0.6753 0.7099 0.6802
Base+MIM 0.7047 0.7006 0.7225 0.7027 0.6963 0.6812 0.7126 0.6864
Δ +0.0042 +0.0037 +0.0039 +0.0041 +0.0036 +0.0058 +0.0028 +0.0062

DIEN
Base 0.7010 0.6975 0.7190 0.6989 0.6934 0.6761 0.7102 0.6809
Base+MIM 0.7055 0.7013 0.7233 0.7033 0.6970 0.6822 0.7131 0.6872
Δ +0.0046 +0.0038 +0.0044 +0.0045 +0.0036 +0.0061 +0.0029 +0.0063

BST
Base 0.6995 0.6965 0.7177 0.6973 0.6924 0.6740 0.7093 0.6796
Base+MIM 0.7049 0.7000 0.7229 0.7026 0.6964 0.6807 0.7129 0.6861
Δ +0.0054 +0.0035 +0.0053 +0.0053 +0.0040 +0.0068 +0.0036 +0.0065

TWIN
Base 0.7028 0.6992 0.7214 0.7013 0.6951 0.6776 0.7126 0.6825
Base+MIM 0.7051 0.7010 0.7229 0.7032 0.6968 0.6813 0.7134 0.6867
Δ +0.0023 +0.0018 +0.0016 +0.0019 +0.0017 +0.0037 +0.0009 +0.0042

SIM
Base 0.7024 0.7017 0.7111 0.7024 0.6945 0.6869 0.7058 0.6928
Base+MIM 0.7062 0.7067 0.7153 0.7065 0.6993 0.6893 0.7112 0.6951
Δ +0.0038 +0.0050 +0.0042 +0.0041 +0.0048 +0.0024 +0.0054 +0.0023

Table 3: The impact of pre-training.

Version AUC Δ

Base 0.7024 -

Plain FoM 0.7030 +0.0060
+DDA 0.7034 +0.0010
+DDA+DMA 0.7040 +0.0016
+DDA+DMA+C-SFT(i.e., MIM) 0.7062 +0.0038

Table 4: The results of C-SFT evaluation. LF, CE, and CL
refer to loss function, cross-entropy loss, and contrastive
loss respectively.

Version LF Signal AUC Δ

Base - - 0.7024 -

v1 CE Category 0.7043 +0.0019
v2 CE Click 0.7053 +0.0029
v3 CE Purchase 0.7059 +0.0035
v4 CL Click 0.7055 +0.0031
v5 CL Purchase 0.7062 +0.0038

gap. Furthermore, compared with the performance of version v2 (or
v3), it shows that adopting contrastive loss (i.e., version v4 or v5)
performs better, which indicates contrastive loss can better model
the alignment between user interest and the target item, thereby
further improving prediction performance.

4.4 Ablation Study
In this section, we conduct an ablation study to analyze the impact
of different components. The results are presented in Table 5. Some
observations are summarized as follows: 1) For the C-SFT stage,
it shows that C-SFT takes an important role and improves AUC

Table 5: The results of ablation study.

Version AUC

MIM 0.7062

C-SFT stage

w/o TFN 0.7058
w/o ST-NSG 0.7056
w/o Multi-level InfoNCE 0.7052
w/o C-SFT 0.7040

CiUBM

w/o ID interest module 0.7057
w/o content interest module 0.7052
w/o fusion interest module 0.7054

from 0.7040 to 0.7062. Besides, different components in C-SFT con-
tribute to the final performance. 2) For the CiUBM, different interest
modules contribute to the final improvement. It demonstrates that
it is important to take both ID interest and content interest into
consideration. Note the analysis for the pre-training stage has been
discussed in Section 4.3.1.

4.5 Efficiency Evaluation
In this section, we analyze the efficiency of the proposed paradigm,
including time and GPU memory efficiency. Detailedly, we develop
two versions: (1) MIM (w/o RC) refers to MIM without represen-
tation center, i.e., MM embedding is real-time inferred by FoM. (2)
MIM (E2E) refers to jointly training FoM and CiUBM in an E2E
manner. We report the GFLOPs (the number of giga floating-point
operations) per sample to reflect the train and inference time cost
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Figure 6: AUC gains by different item sets.

Table 6: The results of efficiency evaluation. Δ = (𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝐴 −
𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝐵)/𝐶𝑜𝑠𝑡𝐵 is the relative difference with respect to Base.

GFLOPs GPU Memory (G)
Train Inference Train Inference

Cost Δ Cost Δ Cost Δ Cost Δ
Base 0.114 - 0.31 - 1.1 - 0.68 -
Base+MIM(w/o RC) 240.24 +2106.37 240.11 +773.55 10.15 +8.23 9.85 +13.49
Base+MIM(E2E) 720.38 +6318.12 240.11 +773.55 30.15 +26.41 9.85 +13.49
Base+MIM 0.182 +0.59 0.43 +0.38.7 1.11 +0.01 0.81 +0.19

and GPU memory usage in deepCTR 4. The results are presented in
Table 6. We can find that (1) Compared with Base, both of MIM(w/o
RC) and MIM(E2E) need a large number of extra computations
(773.55× ∼ 6318.12× higher than Base) and is GPU memory costly
(8.23× ∼ 26.41× higher than Base). Note the architecture of the
MIM(w/o RC) and MIM(E2E) is the same, resulting in the same
GFLOPs and GPU memory cost during inference. (2) Compared
with MIM(E2E), MIM(w/o RC) does not need to jointly train FoM
and Base, which saves computation and GPU memory cost by the
backward of FoM. (3) For MIM, thanks to the decomposed paradigm
and representation center, it has significantly reduced the cost intro-
duced by FoM and only needs 0.59× and 0.387× extra computation
in training and inference, respectively, and 0.01× and 0.81× extra
GPU memory cost in training and inference, respectively.

Overall, such nice properties in terms of high performance, effi-
cient GPU memory usage, and low time requirements of our pro-
posed model are welcomed for web-scale applications.

4.6 Generalization in Cold Start Scenarios
Here we analyze the performance of the cold start items to show the
generalization of our proposed paradigm. Detailedly, we divide dif-
ferent items into 10 sets (denoted as S1 to S10), where S1∼S10 refers
to the newest∼oldest item sets. Then we evaluate the improvement
of different sets respectively. The results are presented in Figure 6.
It shows that MIM contributes more to the newest items (e.g., S1)
and achieves more AUC gains. It demonstrates that MM features
do allow new items to better represent their features, leading to
better performance.
4Since the pre-training stage can be pre-processed and C-SFT can be trained in parallel,
the cost of these two stages can be ignored and is not included here.

Table 7: The improvement on different item categories.

Category AUC Gains CTR Gains RPM Gains

All +0.0038 +5% +1%

Home Decoration +0.0047 +4.63% +3.04%
Clothes +0.0037 +8.69% +4.44%
Sports +0.003 +3.48% +1.86%
Toys +0.0024 +4.44% +1.89%
FMCG +0.0028 +3.98% +2.74%
Pets +0.0024 +3.02% +2.69%
Cars +0.0028 +2.54% +0.02%

4.7 Evaluation of Industrial Applications
Here, we first develop MIM on a real-world industrial application,
i.e., the sponsored search system in Taobao, and have continually
achieved three releases of MIM in our industrial application in the
past year.
Online A/B Testing for CTR Prediction Tasks. Compared with
the online model, these three releases achieved 0.81% AUC gains in
total, and 0.26%, 0.25%, and 0.30% AUC gains for each. During the
online A/B test, we observed 14.14% CTR gains in total, and 5.1%,
4.75%, and 4.29% CTR gains for each release. It also achieves 4.12%
RPM (Revenue Per Mile) gain in total, and 1.5%, 1.19% and 1.43%
RPM gains for each release.
Impact on Content-Sensitive Categories. We also report AUC,
CTR, and RPM gains in different item categories in one of the
releases (others have similar results). Table 7 shows more improve-
ment can be archived on the content-sensitive categories (e.g.,
Clothes), where users more care about the styles of items and can
be easily attracted by item images or titles. On the contrary, lower
improvement is obtained from content-insensitive categories (e.g.,
Cars). It demonstrates user interest can be well modeled by MIM
and improve the performance of CTR prediction.
Universality in Recommendation Tasks. Furthermore, we also
try to apply MIM in a recommendation system, i.e., the display
advertising system in Taobao, and achieve similar improvement
(4% offline AUC gains, 3.5% CTR gain and 1.5% RPM gain online).
From the success of different systems, we believe MIM is a universal
and industrial welcomed multi-modal content interest modeling
paradigm.

5 Conclusion
In this paper, we propose MIM, a novel and universal multi-modal
content interest modeling paradigm for industrial-scale applica-
tions. By introducing a decomposed training paradigm and a repre-
sentation center, MIM effectively integrates multi-modal features
into User Behavior Modeling (UBM), addressing the limitations of
traditional ID-based methods and existing multi-modal approaches.
The proposed method aligns user interests with content embed-
dings, significantly enhancing prediction performance while main-
taining efficiency in large-scale real-world applications. Extensive
experiments validate the effectiveness and generalizability of MIM,
showing consistent improvements across diverse baselines and
datasets. These results demonstrate MIM’s practical value and its
potential to drive further innovation in multi-modal user modeling
for industrial applications.
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